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that they will gain their power back if
they keep attacking Americans, if they
keep attacking Iraqis.

But we heard today from the Sec-
retary of Defense that there are 254,000
Iraqis in uniform defending Iraqis.
Those numbers are going up. They are
heading towards 325,000. And each day
that goes by, we have more Iraqi troops
in uniform, better trained, better
equipped, taking on more and more of
the security tasks that are there. Yes,
some are being led by Americans; many
are being advised by Americans. They
have taken over 30 of the bases, the
Iraqi troops. These are the good guys
on our side, taking over 30 of the bases
there to manage. They are performing
well, they are engaging in battle, they
are not cutting and running, and we
are standing up a military in Iraq that
can more than face down these insur-
gents.

Mr. Speaker, the point of all of this,
and I think it is a point that needs to
be made, is we have been engaged in a
war on terror, and we continue to be in
this global war on terror, the oper-
ations that go on globally and pri-
marily in Afghanistan and in Iraq. I
don’t hear complaints from this side of
the aisle about the operations in Af-
ghanistan. They are essentially univer-
sally acclaimed as a tremendous mili-
tary accomplishment. But you can’t
have a sustainable military accom-
plishment unless you have also an ef-
fective political accomplishment.
There has to be a political solution to
follow every military operation and ac-
complishment, or it cannot be sus-
tained, and behind that political solu-
tion needs to be an economic solution.
Afghanistan is on the way.

Iraq has been a more difficult strug-
gle, but it is essentially the same equa-
tion with a couple of important dif-
ferences. One is that Iraq is surrounded
by countries who have been funding,
equipping and sending insurgents in,
our enemies. That consistent supply of
munitions and equipment and people
has made it a relentless insurgent ef-
fort in Iraq. We will get a handle on
that, especially the more the Iraqis
step up, the more tips they get, the
more they are able to come in and,
with special forces, knock out the lead-
ership of al Qaeda. There have been
several times that Zargawi has been
within a few minutes of coming under
the control of coalition forces. In fact,
he was at one time under the control of
the Iraqi forces, and they didn’t realize
who they had, and had they realized
that, that part would be over. But the
effort that is going on in Iraq is more
complicated; it has a more organized
opposition.

But the rewards on the other side,
Mr. Speaker, also can be more substan-
tial than the rewards in Afghanistan,
and for a couple of important reasons.
One of those reasons is the strategic lo-
cation of Iraq. It is surrounded by
Syria on the one side and Iran on the
other side, in close proximity of course
by Kuwait and in close proximity to
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Saudi Arabia. The image that comes
from a successful and prosperous Iraq
emanates into those countries and into
all Arab countries. And if this military
solution in Iraq, which is nearly at its
completion, and now that we have an
opportunity watching the politics in
Iraq with our new prime minister and I
should say their new prime minister
whom they selected, Jawad al Maliki,
the new prime minister of Iraq, they
now are in the process and forming a
truly legitimate government. It has
taken them 4 months, but they are put-
ting in place people now, and the min-
ister will soon be seated. And when
that happens, this government that I
hoped would be up 3 months ago could
likely be up in just a few weeks, up and
running and functioning, giving order
to the country, giving direction to it,
carrying on command-and-control op-
erations from the top down, sending
out the payroll to the people that are
working within government, getting
supplies out, fixing the infrastructure,
keeping the flow of goods and com-
merce and munitions and essential sup-
plies to the people of Iraq, giving order.

Mr. Speaker, when that order comes,
the insurgents will realize something,
and I think that what they will need to
realize is what the losers in every war
have to conclude. And that is, a war is
never over until the losing side realizes
that they have lost. They have got to
get to that point where they don’t have
the hope any longer, they don’t have
the ability any longer to carry out war.

Von Clausewitz wrote, his most com-
mon summary of his quotes on his
book on war, that, ‘‘the object of war is
to destroy the enemy’s will and ability
to conduct war.” I put it down into
simple terms. I say, ‘‘“War is never over
until the enemy realizes they have
lost.” And so that message is getting
through to the other side, and I think
that Zarqawi is desperate.
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As they beat the drum and put more
information out through the media, we
are not seeing the kind of activity that
would indicate to me that they have an
ability to carry on this war very much
longer. As the Iraqis step up in uniform
and go from 254,000 on their way to
325,000, they will be in a position to oc-
cupy, to control order, and they can
penetrate any operation going on in
Iraq. The day will come not too far
from now when the enemy has to real-
ize that the object of war has been
reached by the Coalition Forces and
that they have lost.

Now there is another thing that hap-
pens here when you are engaged in a
war, especially when you are in a free
country, a constitutional republic with
constitutional rights, freedom of
speech, press and assembly. You cannot
control the freedom of speech, press
and assembly that goes on in the
United States of America. So we some-
times do the foolish thing: We some-
times have people who are tools of the
enemy. We sometimes have people who
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utter words and phrases, people who
are viewed as quasi leaders of the
United States who undermine our ef-
fort.

I have with me here a poster.

Mr. Speaker, this is a poster of the
senior Senator from Massachusetts;
and he says this back on April 6, 2004,
“This was made up in Texas. This
whole thing was a fraud. Iraq is George
Bush’s Vietnam.” April, 2004.

What does this mean to the people
who are fighting against us? What does
this mean to the insurgents who are
sitting in their hovel somewhere, mak-
ing a bomb, trying to get the courage
to plant and detonate that bomb? It en-
courages the enemy.

If one does not think so, I thought I
would go to the Vietnam archives and
see what I could learn about what kind
of message did they get during the
Vietnam War. I came across a quote
that came from a 1995 interview with a
North Vietnamese colonel, Colonel Bui
Tin. He was the colonel that received
the unconditional surrender of South
Vietnam on April 30, 1975. He later be-
came editor of the People’s Daily, the
official newspaper of Vietnam. He now
lives in Paris where he immigrated
after becoming disillusioned with the
fruits of Vietnamese communism. He
has a viewpoint different than when he
was fighting for communism.

But when asked, when Colonel Tin
was asked this question, how did Hanoi
intend to defeat the Americans, he re-
plied, by fighting a long war which
would break their will to help South
Vietnam.

Ho Chi Minh said: “We do not need to
win military victories. We only need to
hit them until they give up and get
out.”

The follow-up question: Was the
American anti-war movement impor-
tant to Hanoi’s victory? Colonel Bui
Tin responded, ‘It was essential to our
strategy. Support of the war from our
rear was completely secure while the
American rear was vulnerable. Every
day our leadership would listen to
world news over the radio at 9 a.m. to
follow the growth of the American
anti-war movement. Visits to Hanoi by
people like Jane Fonda and former At-
torney General Ramsey Clark,”” who
has not given up his tactics yet, Mr.
Speaker, ‘‘gave us confidence we should
hold on in the face of battlefield re-
verses. We were elated when Jane
Fonda, wearing a red Vietnamese dress,
said at a press conference that she with
ashamed of American actions in the
war and that she would struggle along
with us.”

And another question of Colonel Bui
Tin: “Did the Politburo pay attention
to these visits?”’

“Keenly.”

“Why did they pay keen attention?

His response: ‘‘Those people rep-
resented the conscience of America.
The conscience of America was part of
its war-making capability, and we were
turning that power into our favor.
America lost because of its democracy.



